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TO THE RIGHT 


HONORABLE, AND 
VERTVOVS LADY THE 


Laydy MARGARETCountifie of Cum. 
berland;lavmes BALMEF oO RD(anvn- 
profitable ſernant of Ieſus Chriit ) 
wiſheth all true honor in this life, 
and eternal glorie in the 
life to come. 


Will honor then, who «Sax. 2.35 
"0 honor me, ſaith the Lord 
wg of Lords : bat in n0 one 


: 4 4 : ; oy c | 
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of the Lords day, which i an holy Signe Exod. zr.15 

between©the Lord and vs, that he - 

deth ſanfifie vs to be his people,and that 

we ſanttifie him to be our God. Of which 

day it is thus written, If thou turne a- Was8,147h 
| 2 LEE 

way thy foote from the Sabbath,frs :,, 

A 2 doing 


' 
doing thy will on mine holy day, 
and call the Sabbath a delight to 
coſecrate itas glorious to the Lord, 
and ſhalt honour him, not doing 
thine owne wales, nor ſeeking thine 
own wil,nor ſpeaking a vaine word, 
Then ſhaltthou delight inthe Lord, 
and1I will cauſe theeromount vpon 
thehigh places of the carth,and feed 
thee with the heritage of /acob thy 
father : For the mouth of the Lord 
hath ſpoken it. /» which words we may 
obſerne, 1, How hizhly the Loyd efec- 
meth his Sabbath. 2.H»w rel:gionſly the 
people of God are to ſanttifie the ſame. 
3- T hat they, who make no conſcience of 
ſuch ſanttifying the Sabbath, can nener * | * 
atlignt in the Lord, what profeſſion ſoe- | 
wer they make : ard 4. That religions 
ſanf#ifying the Sabbath, as it ts a princi- | 
pallpart of Godlineſle, ſoit hath aſpect- 
all promiſe of ſpeciall bleſſings, enen in | 
ts life. With theſe, and many other 
moſt gracious words, would God per- 


ſwaae 


- 


3 
ſwade man to bee holy. But man hath 
ſought out many inuentions, and 4- 
mongſt thereft, this conceipt; Thatthe 
Lords day is notihe ordinance of 
God. Yponwhich ground many make 
no more conſcience of ſanttifying the 
Lords aay, than of keeping holie daies 
({o called) ordained only by humane au- 
thoritte ; and ſome, by writing, not yet 
publi iſhed, haue opened a 24; n.. 'o much 
ies nticuſneſſe. To ſloppe which gappe 
(as I'ma}) ! hue endenon red to prone, 
T hat the Lo-ds day is an ordiaance of 
God, Which Poſition, wits two other, 
concerning the Church of Rome, and 
Execution of Prieſts (written vpon mt 
occaſi:s, and by perſwaſion, the former 
of your Honer, the other of thatrighs 
Chriſtian Nobl:-man, of moſt honora- 
ble memorie, Henry late E oh of Hun. 
tington) 1 hone publiſhed under your 
Right Honorable name ;, © A's knowing 
your well informed zeale for the Lords 
day, and again#t the Synagogue of Rome 
A 3 to 


4 
zobe ſach,that England were the happi- | 
eft nation in the world, if all noble per- 
ſonages were indued with the like , And 
(withall) hopinz that by theſe, and other 
more Diuine Treatiſes, the ſame ſhall 
be yet more and inore inflamed, to 
the glorie of God, and com. 
fort of your owne 
Soule, 
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SN ELMCEMES 


Tus Bind Fo. HALL 


THE LORDS DAY, 
commonly called Sonday, 


is an ordinance of 
GOD. 


PM. BAF this bee true, that man is 
|} ) Fn SY notto pollute a what God 
241 hath ſanRifed; and If Sa- 
DEC turday (io called) were ſan. 

£- BER Qified by God, I appeale 
to the conſciences of Gods pcople for 
wdgement, whether Man can make S4- 
terday common, without warrant from 
God himſelfe. If not ; then Saturday is 
made common, cither in regard of ſome 
Ceremonie,or by God himſelfe,for ſome 
other ſpeciall cauſe : As hee permitted a 


* 47.1015 


man yncleane, ® orin along journey, to > Numb s, 
make common the Paſſeoxer (which 0- I0,r1, 


therwiſe wasto be kept ) in the firſt mo- 
A4q neth, 
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neth, Thatthere was no Ceremony inthe 
ewes Sabbath to bee abrogated by the 
comming of Chriſt, I haue proued in 
another Diſcourſe, which with ſundrie 
points concerning the Sab5ath, lam defi- 
rous to publith hercafrer, if God will. In 
the meane while, I deftre rhe Reader to 
conlider thefe briete notes, 1. That the 
S:55ath yas made © for man, yea ſo,that 


f. Mark,t, 


27- mY? ; 'r . ; 
- on $14, £1car Core is had 'of ſcrvancs cheir reſt; 
. . 3 - ; #1 , 4 . 

Is. which is no ceremonial} rclor, 2. Thar 


the Learned do {o: ilsgrce about the ſup- 

poles Cerembny,that one affirmeth Reſt, 

and cienietit The ſenemth, dar; another at- 

firmeoth che feucnth day, and dinicth Ret 

ro be tiie C-remony. 3. That the fourth 
Commandement (aliico by coluquence 

aue confirmation 16 Setzrday before 

Chiilt his Veath, as now to Sorgap) and 

*E£xo0d, 34 eucry word thereof, was 4 twiſe written 
1.& by thehoger of God in tables of fone: 
* 19,11.& To ſhew, © That the Decaloguc, as ic 
20,1, as preached tothe Church immediately 
55" oh by God himſclfe, (beforc it was written 
'-o, by God, anddeliuercd to Moſes on the 


G.17,9, "46 : | 
1c,32,33, Afownt) ſoit iscternallas God himſeltc ; 


As the Goſpell preaches by Chriift bim- 
| | ſelfe 
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ſelfe, who was God as well as Man, is e- Gal.3.19. 


ternall, Whereas Circumciſion, and the Heb.12. 27. 
28. & 21, 


ON. & 8.3, 


ceremoniall Law, brought from God to 
the Church by Abraham and Moſes, was 
temporall. 4.That none of the other nine 
Commandements (except the ſecond by 
Papiſts) is ſaid tobe in any part ceremo- 
piall. 5, That Saturday of it ſelfe withour 


the conlideration of Reft, orthe number _ 


Sewen,(both which are alfſoliable to Son- 


day) cannot ignifie any thing to come, 
6.” That ic was. ſanctified * in. Paradiſe 


tGen.l.3, 


(though nor expreſiely named) and ther- . 


fore notinſlituced at the firft, to ſignifie 
Chriſtto come, and therefore no more a 
Ceremonie;to be abrogated by the com- 
ming of Chriſt, than Marriage which 
B was alſo invieuced in Paradiſe, and is fi- 2 
guratiuely applicd to ignite | the ſpiri- 
tuall coniungtion berweene Chrilt and 
kis Church, 

Bur let it be ſuppoſed, that Saturday 
was ccremoniall, What other thing is 
thercuponto be inferred, but, thatthere- 
fore it ceaſeth go be Gods Holy day ? But 
can we imagine,that God would take no 
prder, that another day ſhould be cſta- 
bliſhed 


3 G42,3.23. 


k \ Epbeſ's 
25, © 
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bliſhed for his owne worſhip > Did hee 
ſanQifie a Sabbath in the time of inno- 

- cency,and when there were none to keep 

it but Adamand Exe? And would he not 

* Mat.19, appoint a Sabbathin the time i of Rege- 
= \ >», neration, & when his people were k mul. 
 12ſaln -4 tiphed, his Souze 1 Kingin Sion, and the 
1,2,,, powerofhisrod ſuch, that (as it was pro- 
phecied) His people ſhould come willmgly at 

the time of aſſembling his army in holy beau- 

tie ? Did he himſelfe, not only inflicote a 

Senenth day in Paradiſe to our firſt Pa- 

Exod. 20, rents, but cohrmed it alſo m to the [ewes ? 
1,8. And will he leaue Chriftians (n Achoſen 
® 1.Per.2,9. generation, and Royall Prieft-hood) with- 
out a Sabbath ſanCtified by his Diuine 

*xx0d. 31, authoritie;zconſidering the Sabbath © isa 
13,i7. fignethat wee may know thar hee isthe 
Lord,who doth {anctifie vs to be his peo- 

r Exech,q6, ple? And to whar other end, than P to * 
12,3" worſhip him our SanCtifier? Laftly, when 
the Paſſeomer was not keptin the firſtmo- 

neth, becauſe of vncleanneſſe, or a long 

tourney, did God ſuffer it either to be c< 
mitred,or tranſlated ,asit ſeemed good ro 

4 Nam, x9, the {ſraclites? Nay, he himſelfe 4 nomi- 
20,11, nated the fourteenth day of the ſecond 
. moneth, 
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moneth to be kept for the Paſſeoner in 
thoſe caſes, Was God ſo zealous for the 
Paſſeoner,a ceremoniall Sabbath, & there- 
fore temporall? And would hee neglet 
The ſeuenth day, a morall Sabbath, and 
(Cr eternal? Sith in the fourth Pre- 
cept hecommandeth A ſexenth day to be 
holy for ever. For as hee commaundeth 
Worſhip vpon the Sabbath, preſcribing 
neither /ewih,nor Chriftian; ſo he com- 
mandeth A ſeuentb day to be the Sabbath, 
preſcribing neither Saterday, nor Sonday. 
Sothat the fourth Commandement and 
cuery word thereof (without any alterati- 
on) doth belong to Chriſtians, as well as | 
to Iewes. If lo,then I conclude that(whe- 
ther Saturdsy were made common, be- 
cauſe of a cercmony,or for ſome other re 
ſpe&) ſome other day in place thereof 
was ſanctified to holy worſhip, by divine 
authoritie, 

If it be obieted, that whereas by God 
himſelfe, the inſtitution of the /ewes their 
Sabbath, was commanded ynto eAdarm, 
and the c6firmation therof promulgated 
to the [ſraclites, with the reſi of the De- 
_ calogue: Iris lrange,that it ſhould ceaſe 
*% \(wor 


I0 
(not of itſelfe, as being ceremoniall, but) 
for ſome other ſpeciall cauſe;and another 
day appointed inthe place thereof, and 
that by God, and yetit is not knowne, 
whether immediately,or by whom, God 
made this a!ceration; I anſwere; that as 
God, atthelaſt day, will iudge the world 

r 4.17.21 * by the man whom he hath appointed; 

refatals ſo inthe meanetime he doth gouerne the 

2-94 Church by his Sexne, f whom hee hath 

Col. N '& Placed Kingin S:oz. So that whatſoever 

220, the Sonne doth is authenticall, and of Di- 

| uine aurhoritic. Not only becauſe hee is 

b _— God * blefied for ever, but alſo in that 

| ap ag he is that great Prophet * like vato Aſo- 

v Dept.18. ſes, whom we are to heare ; For he doth 

18.19, nothing of himſclfe * but as his Father 

4.3-2% taught him. Butthat Chriſt the Sorne of 

ad the liuing God ſanGiificd that other Sab- 

$3 32. O 
33-0 8.28, bach day, I thus proue. | | 4 
If the Sorne bee as faithfull in all his 
owne houſe, in things concerning the 

x Heb,z,2. worſhip of God, * as CMoſes the ſer- 

5.6, vant ; If Chriſt bee the CMeſſias, y who 

* —— ſhould teach vs all things: If «Moſes pre- 

20, 25.26, - . ' ; 

cribed enery thing belonging to the 


7 Tabernacle * cuen to a paire of ſnuffers; 
38. - I 


It 


If the things belonging to the houſe of 
God, befewin copariſen of thofe which 
belonged co the Tabernacle of Moſer, 
becauſe the houre is come, when ® wee 
muſt worſhip the Father in Spirit and 


Trath, that is, ſpiritually, ® withour the ,, ,- 
intolerable © yoke of carnall 4 rites; Ifa <1 


2 Toh.4. 23. 


Gel.3.3. 
.15,18 


Sabbath be as neceſlarie vnto the edifica- Gal.4. 3. 
rion of Chriſt his houſe, as a paire of ſauf. 4 Heb.g.1. 


fersto the ſeruice of Moſes his Taberna- 
cle: then(without doubt) Saturday being 
made common, Chrift appointed ſome 
other day to be a Sabbath ynto his pco- 
ple, as the Leviticall Prieſt-hood being 


I'Q, 


ceaſed, © he ſanQified another Miniſtery * Heb.7. 


ynder the Gofþell, 

Againe, whcreas Chriſt came * not to 
breake, but to fulfillthe Law,and the Law 
doth command one day of ſcuento be a 
Sabbath, as is ſaid ; Therefore Chriſt did 
either cofirme Satarday,or ſanRifie ſome 
other day of the wecke : bur that he con- 
firmed Sarzrday none will affirme, there- 
fore, he ſanRified ſome other day of the 
weeke: Which to be Sonday,1 thus proucs 

We ice that Sonday is generally kept 
holy in all the Churches of Chriſt; And 
there 


T1, 12, 


fMat.$.17, 


T2 


_ thereis nothing to the contrarie,but that 
it hath been ſanRified In,and fince the A 


poſttes time, If then God, by Chriſt, hath 


ſanRified a Sabbath vnto Chriſtians, it 
muſt neceſſarily follow, that either the 
Church hath neuer regarded, but negle- 
Cted the ordinance of G OD, for many 
hundred yceres; or elſe, that Sonday was 
ſanCctified by Chrii?. But the former is not 
eaſily ro bee admirred, conſidering the 
s1.7im.z, Church,8 is the Pullar of truth, therefore 


Iy. the later more willingly ro bereceaued, 
b Toh.5, 199 Againe, if the Sonne h doth whatſoe- 
30 uer the Father dotb;and if the Father hath 


committed all wdgement to the Sonne, 
iExo,22,23 i that all men ſhould honor the Sonze, as 
they honor the Father; then,as the Father 
k Gen.2,2,3 ſanCtified A ſenenth day; k as on which he 
1 Kom.1,19. finiſhed his works of Creation, and ! was 
20. declared mightily to be the liuing God, 
= Exed. 31 ® ro his owne honor,(and ctherfore *® did 
13-17. call it mine holy day) For it was nota ſha- 
*We.53:3- dowof Santtification (as ſome dreaming 
of a ceremony, do imagine) but ASrgne 
to Gods people of their Santtifier, that is, 
A toke, or memorial that they may know 


that the Creator is the Lord, who doth 
ſanifte 


Aa ale. a. vw aw =" wa.. Py 
40 ae Bonne. 2 tte. * 


nr no 


T3 
ſanQifie them to bee his people : So the 
Sonne ſanQtified that day, ® whereon he ®r.(or. 15, 
conſummared, and ſealed his workes of 16,1 757+ 
Redemption, and was declared mightilie, ©9534 | 
P to be the Soyne of God, ro his owne ho- ,, p 
nor. Which was Sonday,called for thar re- + 
ſpe, 4 The Lords day, as ſhall bee de- 7 Reuter 
clared hereafter. For * ypon that day eat : 
r Chriſt roſe againe for our 1#f+fication, hay wy 
and manifeſted himſelfe to be the ſpiri- Matth.28, 
tuall King of his Church, by miraculous 1,5,6- 
giving the power of the Holy Ghoſt ynto [0-435 
his Apoſtles. So that, Soxday is a figne, or r* wager © 
memoriall ynto Chrift4ans, that they may ORR 
know, that the Redeemer is the Lord,who 
doth ſantihe them, 

If it bee demaunded why Chriſtians 

ſhould ſo honor the Sonne,that they neg- 
le&the Father ; and ſo celebrate the me- 
moriall of the Redeemer,chat they neglect 
the memoriall of the Creator? Secing it is 
written, © The hopre i come when the true 
worſ1ippers ſhall wor ſhip the Father in Spirit f Ioþ.4,3 3 
and Truth; & by the light of nature® God « Atug,ts, 
is glorified, as hee is Creator; I anſwere : & 1733-24 
Thar itis nor ſo;for A ſeutth day, ( chough 
not Satwrday) is Rill fanRified, Which co 
be 


14 . 
be ſufficientto celebrate the Creator, the 
fourth Commandement preſcrib&h fei- 
therthis,nor that ſeuenth day,but one of 
ſeven, doth euidcily proue.So that wher- 
as Sonday is The Lords day, and withall A 
ſenentb day, we may obſeruc, that Chrifti- 
ans * plotifie the Father in the Sonne,and 
celebrate the Creator with the Redeemer. 
By whom a New creation (though ſpiri- 


*1/a.65-17. £wall) was performed * according to the 
& 66,2122 prophecy of Jſazah. 


Laſtly; Ific may appeare by the word, 
that Sexday was confirmed by the Apo- 
les praCtiſe, and preceptiue execution, 
then Sonday bath authoricie,not from the 
Church, bur from ChriR. Bur it appeareth 
bythe word, that Senday was ſo confir- 
med; therfore it hath auchority nor from 
the Church, but from Chri#?. | 

Thar the ſequele of the Maior may 
better appeare,I will manifcſtthe Minor, 
by theſe three places of holy writ : viz. 
eAt.20,6,7.and 1.Cor.16,2. and Reel. 
I, 10. For, in the firſt place three things 


x 
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areto beobſcrucd. 1. That Paxlabode at 


Troas {even daies. 2. Thatir is not ſaid; 
The Diſciples were called of purpoſeto 
| his 


| our did ariſe againe the third day * ac- E1,C0r.15.45 
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His preaching, but Being come together to 
breake bread,that is,to be partakers of the 
Lords Supper. And 3. That, ready to de- 
part on the morow, he cotinued his prea- 
ching, till midnight;Then it will appeare, 
that Sonday (there called The firit day of 
the eeke, in reſpect of the ewes their ac- 
count,to whom Saturday was the ſeueth, 
that is, the laſt day of the weeke )was ſan= 
Aifizd ro holy meetings, and exerciſes. 


And that Pawl waited (as at Philipps y for » 47.16. 
the Sabbath of the /e\Wves, ſo) at Troa for 12.13. 


the Chriſtians their Lords day. Which he 
would not have done, being an Apoſlle, 
and having ſuch haſt of departure, if Sor 
day had not been ſanQtified, by greater 
authority than the ordinary authority of 
the Elders and Brethren. 

Ifit be obiected,that(according to the 
oric inall) the words bee One of the Sab. 
bathes,in the two former places,and ther- 
fore it is vncertaine, whether Soxnday bee 
meant in thoſe places, rather than Satur- 
day, I anſwere ; That, by the ſame reaſon, 
it 1s vncertaine whether our bleſſed Sani- 


cording to the Scriptures : For all the E- 
B nangeliits 


16 


© *Mat. 28:1 wangeliFies * vſe the ſame words, when 

Maik.16-2. they report, That CAMary Magdalen 

_ 24-t. went to ſecke Chriſt, when he was riſen. 
0h.20,1, : 

But more fully ro confute this Argu- 
ment,three things arc to be noted. 1.Thar 
in the originall the numerall (Oze) is pur 
for the ordinall (Firs?.)For arke having 
ſaid.in the ſecond verſe of his 16.chaprter, 
One of the Sabbathes, ſpeaking of CAary 
Magdalen her ſecking/of Chriſt, chaun- 
octh the words in the g. verſe, and ſaith ; 
'T he Firit day ; ſhewing that Chriſt wasri- 
ſen. And that Sabbathes is pur for Weekes. 
Asin Lemnit.25.8.it is written ; Thou ſhalt 
number 7. Sabbathes (that is weekes) of 
peeres. Secondly it is to be obſerued, Thar 
in both places only Chriſtians are ſaid to 

haue theſe meetings: For they,who came 
rogether,are called D:ſciples & Churches, 


» 1.Cor.v0, Ecive the Communion b which non? but 
16.17.18, Chriſtians may do, And therefore in both 
places the Spirit of God,in two ſundry wri- 
ters Luke and Paxl v(eth theſe words;The 
firit day of the weeke, rather than, The Sab- 
bath day, more diſtin&tlyto exprefle that 


Whereas 


day, which was ſanctified by Chriſtians. | 
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and are {aid 79 breake bread,that is, To re- 


PR. PR - — w AFC FEIEPES" 
- 


= 4d. ac R...-... Av = 4" na. 


-4 


Whereas at Philippi, where no Diſciples 


wereas yct, Pawlis ſaid © to.go on The © Aft.16, 
Sabbath, to the place, where the /e\ves 12.18. 


were wont to pray, after he had bin there 
certain? daies. For what neede had the 
Chriſtians being none bur themſelues,to 
neglectche Lords day, for the ewes Sab- 
bath ? Thirdly ,note that it is ſaid ; Exery 
firit day. 1.Cor.16.2. and conſider whes 
ther there be any probability,that the A= 
poltle would have them come together 
euery Saturday. Ifnor,it followeth neceſ= 
farily, that by The firit day of the weeke 
Sonday is vaderſtood. 

In 1.Cor.16.1.2. we are yet further to 
conlider,that the Apolile ſaith; As [haze 
ordained inthe Churches of Galatia, which 
argheth Generalty, and Emery first day, 
which argueth Perperaity. So that by this 
place, holy aſſemblies vpon Sonday may 
{ceme,asgenerall in thoſe times, ſo con- 


| firmed foreuecr, by a precepriue exhorta- 
tion.For as in this ſpeech 4 Lec exery one, q , vim x, 
that calleth on the name of Chri#t, depart ty, 


from iniquitie, a preceprtiue exhortation 
to call on the name of Chriſt, is implied, 
howſocuer only departing from iniquity 
\B 2 _ be 
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bee expreſſely commaunded, So inthis 
ſpeech dcliuered by an Apoſile, Emery firit 
day of the weeks let enery one of you put aſide, 
isimplied a preceprtiue exhortation, to 
come together vpon the firſt day of the 
wecke, howſocuer only putting aſide be 
expreſly commanded, 

If ir be obiected, That theſe meetings 
were only to gather for the Saints, I deny 
it. For it 1s ſaid, AfF.20.7. That the Diſct- 
ples came cogether to break bread, which 
1mporceth other holy cxerciſes, Againe, 


- vD 
It no more were vnderſtood than expreſ- 


ſed,then Chriftians cofirmed in the faith, 
wereleſſe religious vpon their ſetled and 
ſanCihed holy day, than they were ordi- 
narily, if not cuery day,at their firſt ente- 
rance into their holy profeſſhon. Forthen 
they mette rogether © not only to breake 
bread, but vnto doctrinealfo, and pray- 
ers. Laitly, The Apoſtle, who was ſo zea- 
lous to ſanCtifie the Lords day at Troas, 
would (no doubr)reprouein this place ſo 
great neglect of The Lords day, if ſuch 2 
matter werethento be ſuppoſed, 

As for Rexel.1.10. ifnothing elſe were 


-vrged, but the confideration of the rwo 


former 
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| formerplaces, ir doth ſufficictly appeare, 
| thatby The Lords day is meant The firit 
| dayof the weeke/now called Sonday)accor- 
| ding tothe judgement of all the learned, 
Againſt which ſireame to ltrive, by ma- 
king a doubt without reaſon(at Jealt pro- 
bable)1 is to bewray a proud conceipt of a 
private opinion, But howſoever this * 
7 ſufficient, yet for the godly their ſake, 
will ſay ſomewhat more than inough. 
| It is the iudgement of the learned(and 
I ſee nothing to the contrarie) That as 
Pasl praying in the Temple * fellintoa * AR, 22,17 
traunce ; fo ſohn ſanctifying the Lords 
| day,was rauiſhed in foirit. If fo, how can 
we imagine, Thar [obn baniſhed f inthe fRexel.r.g 
iſle Patmas, hauing no cauſe ro coltraine 
him, nor occaſion to induce him, ſhould 
rather ſanClific the Jewes Sabbath, than 
the Chriftians holy day?Againe,If we fhnd 
theſe ticles,Owr Lord, or The Lord, to at- 
tributed ro the Sonne, that he is cailed 
8 The Lord of Lordc, and by the tixle Lord * 1.Tim.s, , 
h diftinguiſhed from the Father, and the }#Y5: 
Holy Gho#t, ſo that in few (if any) places | tony hs 
of the new Teſtamet it is applied diftinct- Epbeſ. 4.4, 
| ly,by way oftitle,to any butto the Sorne, 5.5. 
| B 3 will 
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will any wh6 faich /eſ74 75 the Lord (ipea- 
king by the Spirit of Ged\)make 3 any doubr 
that by The Lords day is mcant that day, 
which was c{peciallyſanRified to the ho» 
nor of Chriſt And will any Chriſtian con- 
fidering that which is ſaid, be yer doubt- 
ful whether that were Sonday,or no2Laſt- 
ly Bezain his note vpon 1. Cor. 16.2. IC- 
porteth, That, in one Greeke copy, theſe 
very words, Tie Loards,be added to Exery 
firft day. Which ſhewerh manifeftly,Thar 
not the /eWves Sabbath, bur Two day of 
the Weeke was called The Lords day. 

If then i in 3. places of holy Scriptures 
written by 3. holy men inſpired by thc 
Holy Ghoi# {of whom Lake was an Enan- 
gelit, Paatand [on Apoſtles) we fince, 
The firit day of the \veeke{according to the 
computation of the /e\ves) now calleq 
. Sonday, ſanctified to the worſhip of God, 
yea ſo, That Pax/ waited for it at Treas, 
and doth preceptiuely exhort the ſame 
(though by implication )co be ſanCified 
 Eucry weeke amongſtthe Corinthians, as 
in other places; and ir obtaincd the name 
of The Lords day, as being ſpecially ſan- 
$tified ro the honor of our Saxioar, wee 
may 


2T 


may conclude, That ig appeareth by the 
Word, That the Lords day called Sondey, 
was confirmed by the Apoliles practiſe, 
and preceptiue exhortation. 

Now the Minor, or aflumption of the 
former ſyllogiſmeis man; ſetted, [ amto 
confirme the {equele of the Maior, or pro- 
poſition. Whercin two things are to bee 
proued, 1. That The Lords d. 4y was not 
eſtabliſhed by the ordinarie authoritie of 
the Church. And 2.That it was eſtabliſhed 
by the Diuine authoritie of onr Saniour 
Chrift. The reaſon of bath is; becauſe ic 
was cltabliiſhed by the Apoiiles, 

The former (thnuch cuicient by that 
which is ſaid ) will yer further 2ppeare; If 
we grant, Thar t te Prizzitivve Church ar- 
tribured as muci 10 the Apoſtles, who + 
firſt i planted the ſame, and{for the per- #1: c— 
formance of that worke of God ) were 1? 
k indued with cxtraor«inary gifrs, inſpi- 7 2-4 
red by the Holy Ghost, & infiruCted Il by le 1.3. 
Chrit 40. daics aftcrhis reſurrection, as 
Iſrael did to Moſes their Law-giuer, But 
while Moſes lived the Iſracttes rooke all ® Levit. 24, 
their directions from him; yea ſo, That 3!'7- 
not only in difficulr DE m of blaſphemy, - pam 
Propha- 27,1,2, 


BEX0d.;1. 
3.6, @ 39. 
27.42, & 
25.38.40, 


® 1.C07,1.4+ 


36.37» 
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Prophanirg the Sabbath, and Danghterg 


inheritance, not formerly ruled by Meſes, 
they came to him ro know the minde of 
the Lord; bur alſo in all things about the 
Tabernacle ® euen to a paire of ſnuffers, 
the worke-men,though miraculouſly in- 
ſpired with cunning, were altogether di- 
rected by him, who had his infiruftions 
immediately from G OD, Can we then 
thinke Thatthe D.fciples came together 
cuery fir(t day of the week of themſclucs, 
though by generall conſent, without the 
authoritic of the Apoltles ſo dieting 
them?If they had attemzpred ſuch athing, 
how conid they have anſwered this que- 
{lion,® Came tbe word of God ont from you? 
A queſtion made by the Apoliſe ina ſup- 
pohtion, that the Coriar/t42ns milliking 
Pals diretios touching lecing tongues 
withoutinterpretation,and women inthe 
Churches,would happily ſay, That they 
were of anothcr opinion. So thatit im-= 
porteth this reply. But [pray you conſider, 
that the eApoitles are the firt teachers of 
the Church, haning receiued their inftrutts.. 
ons either immediatly fro Chritt bis month, 
or by reuelation, therefore the Church ts to 

| be 
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i be ordered by them. If then worke-men, 
| cunning by inſpiration,could not make a 
f Ypaire of ſnuffers withour Moſes his dire- 
| ction, nor the Church in Corinth, by ir 
; Jowneauthority,permit the manifeſtation 

! of the extraordinary gift of the ſpirit to 
1 beinthcir publique aflemblies without 
; | interpretatis,could The Loras day(a mat- 
qc of ſo great regard) bee eſtabliſhed 
* | withour theauthoritie ofthe Apoſiles ? 
\ 3 Againe, Whereas the Apoltle hauing 
| 7 reproued certatne male vſages amongit 

: the Corinthians, and taken {ome order for 

| reformatis cf y abuſe of Lowe feaſt;, which 

| were of good vſe ar the firft, bur tending, 

| ar laſt, rothe prophaning of the Lords 

| Supper, cocluileth thus, Þ Other things wil 

| 1 {etin order when I come:1s it not evident, * 1+ 97-11, 
that y Church could dolicle, ornoctung, ** 
much lefſe eftabliſh Sonday to bee the 
! Lords day, withour Apoſtolique autho- 
| ritie?Laſtly;If Tres an Evange/ist 4 could qo 1c 
' notreforme Creta,nor ordaine Elders, but 
' 25 he was appointed by Paxl,l ſeenot bur 
; thatall things in the Church were orde. 
: redand ordained by rhe Apoſlles. If by 

the Apoſtles, then by Chriſt, Which is the 


ſecond 
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ſecond point in the Maior now to be pro. ! 


ued. 
If we receiue the writings of the Apos- | 


ſiles,as the Word of God, "whynot their ] C 


conſtitutions accordingly? I meane not 
vnwritten verities, or rather the very lies 
of Antichriftian Papiſts, but ſuch ordi- 
nances, as are mentioned and commen- 
ded in the Word. For the Apoſtles were 
*A.1.2.8. r choſen, and faithfu!l witneſſes of thoſe 
1 2215. things, which they haue heard and feene; 
fr.cor.7.25 and (no doubt) as faithfull * in all the 
1.Tim.z- houſeof God, as CM9ſes was about the 
14-159 Tabernacle, andin goucrning Iſrael: But 
Moſes did nor direct the worke-men to 
make any thing, no nor a paire of ſnuf- 
fers, but according to the parterne, which 
he ſawin the mount, and in the ſaid caſes 
*Levit. 24. of © Blaſphemy, Prophaning the Sabbath, 
12.13. and Danuphters inheritance anſwered not 


—_ - ofhimſelt,but conſulted with God. Ther- 
, 6, fore the Apoſtles did not preſcribe ordi- 


nances,but with ſuch authe.uy,that Pal 


| 


| 
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* 1.Cor, 11. (and fo all)might ſay, * / home receined of | 


va the Lord (to wit Chriit) that which [ bane 
alſo delinered wnto you. Bur what neede 
theſe inferences? Doth not the Apolile 

charge 


> "Als 
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- 
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ve --/ 1. 
ro | charge * Euery man that thinketh himſelfe * & 14.37. 
to be a Prophet,or ſpiritual, to acknowledge 
PO- | chat th: things bee writeth to them, are the 
heir 1 Commandements of the Lord? If the things 
not which he then writ, viz. Dire&tions about 
Prophecy, Speaking with ſtrange tongues, 
rdi- | and Stlence'of women in the Charch, were 
en- | the Commandements of the Lord, can 
ere | wethinke him to bea true Propher, and 
ole } ſpirituall indeed, who-percciuing The 
ne; | Lords day to.hauc been cftabliſhed by the 
the | Apoſliles,will not acknowledge it ro be a 
the } Commandement of the Lord? 
aut} If it beedemaunced, when ourLord 
to | commanded his Holy day : I anſ{were;The 
uf | faichfulnes and credit of the holy Apo- 


ſfiles,are ſufficient ro Perſwade an humble 
ſes © Chriſtian to recenue it as the Lords ordi- 
nance; though it be not certainly knowne 
ot | when Chrilt did ordaine ir, Bur it is pro- d 
| bable that he gaue commandement con- 
| cerning the ſame, within thoſe 4o. daies 
| afterhis reſurrection. When (as it is writ- 

| ten * inexprefle words) he gawne, through * Afi.t.2.z 
we | the Holy Ghoft, Commandements unto the 
| Apoitles,whom he had choſen, and ſhake of 
| thoſe things which appertaine to the King- 
, dame 


fa. 
N 
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dome of God. Now doth it nor eſpecially 
appertaine to the kingdome of God,that 
Chriſtians ſhould ſantifie their Lords 
day, wherein y Chri#t crucified, * The 


myitery of godlines,and * Samtony of the 


* world ſhould be * preached, as well as 


2 Mat.r.,21, the Tewes had their Sabbath, on which 


* Af.10, 
42.43. 

b Gal. 3.24 
© 3.C07.3.6, 
dAtt.15.21, 


eA miniitey of the Letter © which killeth 
was 4 preached? 
Agaiae, If in thoſe 40. daies Chriſt 


Moſes, Ker mafter Þ to Chrift, and 


© Eph 4.8. © appointed what Miniſters ſhould teach 


I9.11, 


his Church for cuer ; how can it be, bur 
that the alſo he appointed ſome Sabbath, 
wheron they {ſhould ordinarily performe 
the wotke of their miniſteric, as hee was 


f Luk.4. 16, wont f roo himſclte? Sceing it is pro- 
 P/al.110. phecied,8 That V power of his rod ſhould 


2.3. 


be ſuch that Hs people ſhould come willing - 
ly at the time of aſſembling his army in ho- 
ly beanty, Secing his Father (whoſe works 


* Tob.5. 19, * he imitateth) appointed h as an high 
* Lexit.16. Prieſt, ſo atime,when(once ina yeere)he 


2, 29, 


ſhouldenter intothe oft boly place;and 


'Ex0d.29. as other Prieſts, i ſo morning and cue- 


44.38. 


ning ſacrifices; and conſidering ir is writ- 


kEcdleſ. 3.1, ten K To enery purpoſe vnder beauen there 


Ly 
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y 1s an appointed time. | | 
Te Laſtly ; If the Sennebelike his Father, . 
s fasinteaching his Apoſtles 40. daies (for 
e Jſolong 1 was Moſes with the Father vp-,,, _ 
e jJonthe mount)ſo in ſpeaking thoſe things , rew—otd oy, 
s {which appertaine to the kingdome of 3g. gz, 
1 {God,as his Father taught Moſes al things 
{ jbclonging to the furniſhing of the Ta- 
3 {bernacle; 2nd If the Sorne be like his Fa- 
therin ſantifying a day to his owne ho- 
nor,as hath been declared, Why may not 
|» {Chriſtians belceve, that Chrift ſanRified 
& The Lords day within thoſe 40. daies, as 
1 the Father ® confirmed The ſeuemb day =Deut.g.g 
| in thoſe 40. daies, that CAZoſes was with 
; | himonthemount? And the rather, be- 
| cauſeitis te be obſerued, That the Diſci- | 
| ples ® aflembledtherwo firitdaicsofthe | , _ 
| two weeks immediatly following Chrift ,. — 
his reſurreion ; and that our Lord, not 
| only of purpoſe ſantified both thoſe aſ- 
ſemblies with his holy and mir2culous 
| preſence, but alſo (immeduatly before his 
| Aſcenſion Jcommanded his Apoſtles ® to , 
wait, a few daies, for the promiſe of the , 
Father; Which ( by his prouidence, in 
whoſe power bee times, and ſeaſons, as 


| Chiiſt 


oy” 


—Y 


AA.14. f, 


Lentt,23, 


I5.16. 


Aft.2. 1. 4. 


I4. 


q Nam.10, 


32.24. 
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| Chriſt affirmed euen inthis caſe ) wax ful. If 
” Mark. 16. filled Þ vpon a Senday ; and at the ſame | in! 
_—_ time the Apoſtles firlt began the executi. | be 


oroftheir miniftery,and preached Chriſt || a1! 
publiquely : Bur publique preaching 4 is | 0: 
a ſpeciall woke of the Sabbath day. Ir; 8! 
may therefore bee gathered, That Chriſt } Þ) 
appointed his Apoſtles to ſanRific Sor- ) W 


. &ay,whereon he would manifeſt himſelfe |} a1 


r to be King of [ſrael, as his Father inſti- | d: 
tuted A ſenenth day, as on which, he was | © 
manifeſted ro bee GOD of heauen and \ Y 
earth. l 
To conclude, If Saturday were made | 
common,not by man, but by God him. ' 
ſelfe, and thatnort fora Ceremony, bur * 
for ſome other cauſe ; If God ſanQified a | 
Sabbath as wellro Chriftians,as to ewes; | 
If euery ordinance of Chriſt were an ordi- 
nanceof God; If Chriſt were as faithfull | 
inall his owne houſe, as Moſes about the : 
Tabernacle; If Chriſt came to fulfill the 
fourth Commandement, which preſcri- * 
beth one day of ſeuen ; If the Church of | 
God beenoteafily to bee condemned as 
neglecting the ordinance of God in ſan- 
Ctitying Sonday for many hiidred A : 
If ; 
F 


. 
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ul.) 1f Chrift were like his Father in ſanCtify- 
me | ing that day to his owne honor, whereon 
ti. | he was declared to be the Sonne of God, 
ri | and King of /ſ-ae/, to wit Sonday; If the 
Lis | day beſo appointed, that the Creator is 
It ; glorifed withthe Redeemer ; If it appeare 
iſt | by the Word, tnatthe firlt day ofthe week 
»- | was confirmed by the Apoliles practiſe, 
le ; and preceptiue exhortation; If by che firſt 
ti. | day of the week be meant that day wher- 
as | on Chriſt did riſe againe, and that was 
1d © Sonday;Ifin the Word Sonday be called The 
j Lords diy to the honour of Chriſt our 
de | Lord; Itthe warrant of Sonday confiſterh 
1. | not in the otdinarie authoritie of the 
Church, becauſe it was eſtabliſhed by the 
a | Apollles ; Iteuery ſpirituall man beto ac- 
5: |} knowledgethe ordinances of the Apo- 
ij. } (les, to bee the ordinances of the Lord; 
11 ; and If the Apoſiles were informed by 
e : Chriſt touching the Lords day within 
e þ thoſe 40. daics atter his reſurreRion :; I 
i= | may fafcly hold this my Poſition; The 
f | Lords day,commontly called Sonday,ts an or- 
s  Mdinanceof God, 


Tas 


Heb.r 2,22. 
23. 
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THE CHVRCH OF ROME 1s 


- notthe Catholike Church, neither yet | 


hath continued an apparant mem. 
ber of the ſame, ener ſince the 
Apoitles time. 


=m——Hc Church is ſaid ro be Ca- 
C4 tholike, in regard of the y- 
ANY niucrſality thercof; for this 


Y DF | word Catholike fipnifierh 


== 4 Vniucrfall. The Vniuerſali- 
tie thereof confiſteth in Tires, Perſons 
and Places. For there is no age of the 
world,nonationn on the carth,and no ſort 
of people,that can be exempred from the 
fame. And therefore it is called Fhe &c- 
teftial Hieruſalem,and faid to be the con- 
gregation of the firfi borne, -which are 
written in heauen. So thatwe areto be- 
leeue, That as there hath been ever an 
head (to wit Chriſt) ſo there hath boon 

| | | alſo 


” IH __ MM MD. a. _ PR_—_—y 


= Aw «w CC N89 a AA 


a a. eo ws ca... wi. .; Fr 2 


4 LAGS + oe BE % Ic Leon A 


BY NWI A HOO +, 


31 
alſo a body (to wit the Church ) ſome 
where,or other, but the Church of Rome 

is a particular Church,confined withia a 

certaine compaſſe, and hath not been a 

Church bur ſince Chrift his comming in 

the fleſh,therfore it is not the Catholique 

IS Church, 

1 2 TheCatholiqueChurch isanobie& 

! offaith,according to the Apoſtles Creed, 

| and therefore inuifible, howſocuer the 
members thereof (called by Peter, Linely , pg... 
ſtones ) be viſible,as they be men: For faith geb,1 it, 
is the enidence of things not ſeene : But the 


| 
1 t 
V- | ChurchofRomeis viſible, therefore nor 
| theCatholique Church. ' 


a | 23 Igrant,that as one man,ſo one par- 
'- | ricularChurch may becalled Catholike, 
6 bur itis only in regard of the Catholique 


_ |} faith,(as being one,& the ſame through. 
Te { outthe Catholique Church) which that 
| one man,or that'one Church profeſleth : 

! Butthe Church of Rome profeſſerth noc 
(indeed) the Catholike faich(zs ſhal be in 
part ſhewed hereafter) therefore (in no 


re | 
on | ſenſe) itcan be truly called Catholique . 


in 7 Bur ſuppoſe it held the Cathclique faith, 
by | yer were it not, for that cauſe,anobie of 


faich 


J2 


- Thacis the Catholique Church, 
4 Thar y Church of Rome holdeth ndr 


thatmoſt fundamental, fith itis called by 


to theRomans,wholc faith was then pub- 


Primuue Church of Rome, bur of the 
troublers of tat Church, of whom Paul 
Cap.16.17, thus writeth: Now I beſeech you brethren, 
18, 


faith according to the Apoſiles Creed, | 
more than a particular man, or any other *' 
particular Church holding the faith.Here | 
1t15to be vnderſtood, that howſoeuer we * 
may ſay : This man,or that Church is Ca- ! 
tholique,yer we may not ſay, and ſpeake | 
properly, This is the Catholique man, or. * 


the Catholike faith,neither yet hath done ! 
for many yecres,may be demonſtrated in } 
ſundry fundamental! points.Ler it be ſuf- 
ficient to produce though but one, yet : 


Romo, ancxcellency,T he Word of fatth,preached | 

68. by all the Apoſtles. And therather that | 
One, becauſe it is the principall argument 

Cap.1.8% of that worthy Epiſile,which Paw/wrocte 


liſhed throughout the whole world. So | 
| thatifthe Churck of Rome ſwarue from | 
| \ this tiwth, it 1s manifeſt thatir is the of-| 
ſpring, not of the erue members of the | 


marke them diligently Which cauſe Saiſon, | 
and. 


my ws A +> —, %. + 45 79 


| ſpuratis, ſerteth downeas his perempto- 


' propound to wiſe and religious confide- 


; Apoftaſy,or Antichrift,is called,The My- 2.Theſſ.3.7 
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| and anoid them : For they that are ſuch ſerne 
' wot the Lord Ieſua,but their owne bellies,and 
| with faire ſpeech and flattering deccine the 
| hearts of the ſimple. But whatis that moſt 
! fundamentall point ? Euen that ſame, 


| which Pax, afrera large and learned di- 


| ry iudgement in theſe words; Therefore 
| we conclade,that a man ts initified by faith, Rom, 3.28, 
| Without the Workes of the Law. But the 
| Church of Rome, that now is, holdeth, 
| and for many yeeres hath held, That a 
' manis iuftified both by faith, and works, 
contrary tothe concluſion; therefore the 
| Church of Rome is not Catholique, but 
: Antichriſtian, > 
5 I ſay Antichriſtii, becauſe it may be 
proued ſuch, by many reaſons, and that 
becauſe iterreth in this point ; bur Ionly 


ration this deduction : That Antichriftian 


| ftery of miquitie, that is,a myiicall iniqui- 

ty,that is,an iniquity which is indeed ini- 

quity, bur not perceiucd, as Chriftis cal- 

led The eMytery of godlineſſe, that is, a x, Tim, 3.6; 
myſtical godlineſſe,thar is,godlinefle in- 
| 2 deed, 


Ga1l.$.4. 
Rom, 3-27» 
1.C,0r.4.1. 
Rom. 16, 
17. 4+ 5. 


Phil. 3.9. 
| F/a.04<. 
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deed,bur not perceiucd. But wherefore. is 
Antichriſt a myRicall 1niquitic ? Becauſe | 


his Righteouſneſle, though glorious in 


ſhew,is iniquity indced, becauſc he attri- | 


buteth Tufitfication thereunto. Now this 
is a mylterie to fleſh and blood (which 
would faine reioyce in it ſelfe ) that Righ- 


teouſnes ſhould be Iniquitie. Eucn fo is 


the Goſpella mylterie,for by it the Righ- 


teouſnesof God is reuciled, which other- | 


wiſe could not be perceiued of fleſh and 


blood.For is it not a mylticall paradox to | 


carnall reaſon, to ſay ; God ivlifieth the 
yngodiy?which yet 1scleerero him, who, 


ynderfianding-the Scriptures, doth not + 


only abhorre his foule iniquitie, butalſo 


diſclaimeth his owne defiled righteoul- 


nes, and by faith layeth hold on the righ- 
rcouſnes of God, whichis only by Chriſt, 
or Who trufleth not to his righteouſnes 
inherenc, which taſteth of the caske,but to 
righreouſnes1mputed, which maketh vs 
blefled. Theſe things well conſidered; Ir 


may appeare,that asChriſtis the myſtery | 


of godlines, not only becauſe he is very 
God, though in the ſhape ofa ſeruant, 
but alſo becauſe the Word of Chriſt, viz. 
the 
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: the Goſpell, rteacheth a myſtical righte- 
' ouſreouſnes; So y Pope is Antichriſt, not 
; only becauſe he is an aduerſatrie in exal- 
| tivg himſelfabouc all that is called God, 


though he pretend to be the ſeruant of 
ſeruants, bur alſo becauſe his doctrine is 


a myſtical| iniquitie, Heere it is to be re- 
* membred, thar on the forchead of the 


Whore of Babylon (to wit Rome) was X/#t"*17.'3 


| written this word, 4 myFerie; and it is al- 
| ſoto bee vaderitood, that on the Popes 


Mitre is the ſame word fer with precious 
ſtones. If then for the doctrine of Iuſtifi- 
cation and meric by workes, the Church 


hath not continued an apparant member” 
of the Catholique Church, cuer fince the 
Apoſtles time, | 

6 Thelater point inferred,may be the 
rather admicted, if wee marke well that 
Paxl ſaith, That the Myſtery of iniquitic 


was working in histime.So thatit is like- 


ly, that thoſe troublers (of whom motion 
is made inthe 4. ſcion) ouergrew (as 
weeds) the good corne intime,and pre- 
uailed till, yntill chat myſterie of iniquity 

C 3 was 


$49.18, 


' ofRomebee Antichriſtian,ic followerh, 
| thatitis nor Catholique, and therefore 


2.Theſſ.2,7 


XK0Mm.9.4, 
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was reuealed,and conſumed by the Spirie * 


of God in the mouth of Luther,and other 
the ſcruants of Chriſt Ieſus. 


7 For the better manifeſtation of this | 
point, let vs ſeriouſly conſider, chat how- * 


ſoeuer the Church of Rome were now an 
apparant member of the Catholique 


Church (which indecd is not to bee ima=- * 
gined) yet fithit is not the Catholique ; 
and jnuifible Church, but a vifble and : 
particular Church,and hath not any ſpe- ' 


ciall promiſe, that it ſhould continue the 
ſame from the fir{t conſtitution, how can 


we be aſſured, but that,in ſo many hun- | 
dreds of yeercs,therc hauc been ſome al- - 


terations and innovations, as wcll as in 
the Church of God among the 1{raclites, 
to whom pertained the adoption, glory, 
couenants, giving of the Law, ſeruice of 
God,and the promiſes?And yet it is writ= 


2.Ch10.15.3 ten ofzhe Church:Now for a lon o feaſon, 


Iſrael hath been without the truc God, 
and withour Prieſt to teach, and without 
Law. 

8 As forthat promiſe of Chriſt, Thou 


Met. 16.18, art Peter, and yponthis rocke I will build ' 
my Church, and the gatcs of hell ſhal not | 
ouer- © 
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ouercome it,it appertaineth tothe Catho- 


lique Church, as builded vpon Chriſt the x,cor,z.rs. 


only foundation of his Church, and not 
to the Church of Rome, more than to the 
Churches of Afia,which are ouercome,or 
any other particular Church which may 
be ouercome; & yet that promile remai- 
neth inuiolable,as the couenanr, whereof 
the Raine-bow is a ſigne, is inuiolable, 
notwithſtanding ſundrie particular coun- 
tries be ouerflowen. : 

9 Indeed Augnitine did once take that 
Rocke to bee Peterthe Apollle, nd his 
ſucceſlors the Biſhops of Rome ; buc hee 
after alcered that his opinion, and vader- 
flood Rocke to fignific Chritt, by Peter 
confefled : For that Chrilt did nor ſay to 
Peter, I will build me vpon thee, Bur his 
words were ((o eAngwitine conceiued 
them) as if hee had ſaid, I will build thee 


Gen.g.1z, 


vpon me,and not me vpon thee. His mea- Co'.r 24. 


ning is:It is abſurd,that the Church which 


is Chriſts bodie (and is therefore called 1C07.12. 12, 


Chriſt ; becauſe ir cannot conſiſt withour 
the head therof which is Chriit himſelfe) 
ſhould be builded vpon Peter, who is bur 


 amember ofthe body. Ir is therfore con- 


C 4 uenicnrt, 
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uenient, that Peter being but a member, 
ſhould be builded vpon the body, conſi- | 


dered together with the head, 

10 Surely Awgustimehad reaſon to fly 
tothe true Rocke of ſaluation, For how- 
ſocuer the ſucceſſion of the Biſhops of 
Rometill his time, was an exccllent tefti- 
mony to the truth, becauſe they ſucceſ- 


. fhuely maintained the faicthrouching the 


fundamentall points therof;yer he might 
well conſider that Perſonall ſucceſſion, 
without ſuccefhon in faith,is not a ſuffici- 
ent confirmation, or authenticall note of 
aitrue Church. For at Coftantinople there 


SE AFM eZ, 


hath bin an interrupted ſucceſſion of Bi- ? 


ſhops til this day, And yet the Papiſts wil 
deny that ro bee any part of Chriſt his 
Church, becauſe it rerteineth not the rrue 
faith of Chriſt. 

11 Butbecauſethere is ſuch adoe a- 
bout the ſucceeding of Peter, and it is 
made a matter of ſo great importance, it 
is neceſlary to bce proued, that the Bi- 
ſhops of Rome bee Peters ſucceſſors. 
Which how poſſibly Papilts can per- 
forme, I cannot ſee; fith there is ſucha 
diſagreement about his ſuppoſed imme- 

| diate 
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diate ſucceſſor;the Decrees affirmin g Cle- 
ment, and writers of good regard, (as /re- 
news and other) placing Linw next after 
Peter. 

12 That this doubt whether the Bi- 
ſhops ofRome be Peters ſucceſſors, may 
be put out of all doubt, the Papiſfls muſt 
neceflarily proue foure things. 1. That Pe- 
ter was at Rome. 2. That he fate Biſhop 
there 25. yeeres. 3. That he was vniuerſal 
Biſhop. And 4. That his vniuerſal autho- 
ritie was ſufficiently conueyed ouerto all 
that ſhould lawfully ſucceed him inthat 
See, In any of which if they faile, the 
Popes authority falleth co che ground, 
For if Peter were neuer at Rome, how 
could he be Biſhop there ? If nor Biſhop 
at all,how yniuerſall Biſhop?If hz had no 
{uch authority himſelfe, how could it be 
conueyed ouer to his pretended ſucceſ- 
ſors? And if there were not (ufficient con- 
ueyance, how fruſtrate is the Popes 
claime ? But that there be ſuch doubrs in 
euery of theſe points, as the Papiſts can- 
not clecrely reſolue, confider well the 
foure next articles, 

13 None doth ſimply deny, but that 


Peter 


, 4O 


Peter might haue been at Rome, asa paſ... | 


ſenger;or for ſome ſhort abode,although 


ſo much be not manife(t: But that he late * 
Biſhop there, and that ſo many yeeres, is | 


altogether vnlikely.For it not very likely, 
that Pax/ſaluting ſo many by name,as be 
doth in his Epiſtle to the Romans, due 
that hee would make ſome honorable 
mention of Peter? And wheras {1xc of his 
Epiſtles were dated at Rome,'Is it net lik. 
ly, but that in ſome of them hee would 
ſpeake of Peter, if he had been there fo 
long, and in ſuch authority,as he doth of 
Timothy, whoſe authoritic was lefle, that 
thereby his exhortations,and reprouings 
might better preuaile ? To ſay nothing 
thatthe Scriptures doe not in any place, 
fignify that Petey was at Rome: Which(in 
likelihood)ſhould have bin done, jf God 
had ſcene ſucceſſion of Biſhops at Rome 
from Peter, to be a matter of ſo greatim-. 
portance,as now it is made. 
| I4 Butfay that he was at Rome,it will 
helpe the Papiſts nothing, except they 
can proue, that hee was alſo Biſhop of 
Rome.Wherecof there is ſmall likelihood, 
if wee take this word Biſhop, nor in the 
| large 
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Al 
large fenſe, which comprehendeth Apo- 
files, and all Miniſters having authoritie; 
but in the (trit ſenſe, which fignihierh a 
Minilter intituled to a certaine place. For 
is it likely that Petey. deſcended from the 
higheſt degree in the Church (of which al 
Apoſtles were ) next to Chriſt the head, 


to the inferiour degree of a Biſhop ? orls Marth.18. 
it likely that hee who: had authoritie 23. & 28. 


throughout the whole world, as hee was 
an Apoſtle, was tied to a particular 
charge, as he was Biſhop ? 

15 Butthey ſay,He was Vniuerſall Bi- 
ſhop,and therefore his authority was nor 
reftreined; They muſt needs ſay fo, for 
elſe his ſuppoſed being Biſhop at Rome 
will ſtand them in no ftead. Burt was his 
authoritie inlarged hereby? If no, (for 
how could hee haue a largeriuri{diction, 
thi Apoſtolical authority throughourthe 
world? ) what reaſon then can they give, 
why he ſhould enioy that Vniuerſall au- 
thoritie,rather by the name of a Biſhop, 
and that of a particular place, than by the 
name of an Apofile ? Againe, Is it not 
ſtrange, that they cannot by any Scrip- 
ture proue this point, fith it is of ſuch 
conſequence 


LY 


18.19"20, 


A2 
conſequence with them, as that it bindeth 
their conſciences to the See of Rome3 
Nay rather the Scriptures ſhew the con- 
erarie, For it js recorded in holy Wrie, 

Gal2,7,%, That the Apoſileſhip of the circumcifon 
(that is, of the Iewes) was committed to 
Petey, and the Apolileſhip of the vncir- 
cumcifion (that is, of the Gentiles, ſuch 
were the Romans) was committed to 

Rew.15.20. Paul. Againe, Is it hkely, that Pan who 
| inforced himſelfe to preach the Goſpell, 
not where Chrift was named, leſt hee 

ſhould haue built on another mans foun- 

dation, would fo intrude himſclfe into 

Peters office, as to meddle with the af- 

faires of ſo many Churches as he doth, 

(and that with all authoritic) in his Epi- 
filetothe Romans, and other his Epililes 

from Rome,and al this, without any inen- 

tion of Peter, if Petey had been ar Rome, 

and had ſuch an Vniuerſal authoritie?Sith 
Paxl(as is ſaid Jioyned with himſelfe (for 

the more authorie of ſornc of his Epiſtles) 

: Timothy one of leſſe authority than Peter, 

Phil.2.20. and writeth to the Philippians, Thar he 
had none like minded to Timothy, that 
would faithfully care for their matters. 

Laſtly 
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Laſtly, It is vtterly valikely, That Pax! Gal.t.rr. 


would haue reproued Perer to his face, 
and that openly, for withdrawing him- 
{elfe from the Gentiles, if Peter had had 
ſuch authoritte, as the Papiſts dreame of. 
16 But ſuppoſe that Peter was at 
Rome, and had ſuch authoritie, what is 
the Pope better for it, if it were not made 
ouer to Peters ſucceſſors, by ſufficient 
conueyance? But in this poynt , which 
chiefely concernes the Pope, the Papiſts 
ſceme vtterly to faile. For Gregorie the 
firſt, reprooucd John Biſhop of Conſtan= 
tinople for indeuouring to obtaine the 
title of Vniuerſail Biſhop , and ro haue 
his Church called che head of all Chur- 
ches,telling him chat none of the Biſhops 
of Rome durlt rake ſuch a title, though 
the Emperours began in Rome, were 
wont to abide there only, and did then 
intitle themſelues Emperours of Rome. 
Nay he told him yer more plainely, That * 
whoſocuer aſpired to bee Vniuerſall Bi- 
ſhop, was a tore-runner of Antichrift. 
Whereby ir is cuidentthat in Gregories 
time, there was no knowledge of any 
conueyance of Peter; ſuppoſed authority 
made 
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made ouerto the Biſhops of Rome. But 
for al this peremptory iudgement of Gre 
gory (furnamed The Great) within few 
yeeres after(about anne 607.)Boniface 3. 
obtaine@rhat citle, with much ſuite and 
bribery, of Phocas an adulterer, and mur- 
therer of his maker (chat Chriſtian Empe- 
rour Marritivs) with his wife and chil- 
dren. Bur ſuccceding Popes for the credit 
of rhat dignitie(being belike aſhamed of 
ſuch an inftitucion) pretended to hold the 
ſame by y Donation of Conſtantine the firlt 
Chrittian,Emperour.So that al this while, 
there rvas no coueyance of that authority 
from Peter that yet came to light, Arlaft, 
thePope(being come to the height of nis 
pride) thoughcir aſcorne to be beholden 
to Conitantine, or any of them all, and 
therefore laid hold vpon thoſe words of 
Chriſt, Thos art Peter,c5c. But what hold 
he hath by them is partly ſhewed before, 
andis further to be conſidered, In that the 
Popes champion (father Bellarmine,made 
a Cardinall for his deſerts) doth confeſle, 
that this Vniuerſal Biſhopricke is deſcen- 
dedro the Pope by a conueyance indeed, 
but not of the word, but of tradition. 
Thus 


Thus you may diſcouerthe ſiidry groiids 
of an article of the Popifh creed,viz.Thar 
the Pope hath Apoſtolicall authoricie 0- 
uer the whole Church, as he is Peters ſuc- 
ceſſor. 

17 Leauing theſe doubts touching 
the pretended ſucceſſors of Peter, and 
commending them to the aduiſed exa- 
mination of the Reader, I proceed brief- 
ly to proue (in moreſpeciall manner)the 
Church of Rome notto haue Been an ap- 
parant member of the Catholike Church, 
euer ſince the Apoſiles time. I ſay Briefe- 
ly.For if Iſhould demonfirate(as I could) 
the many, & groſle errors of the Church, 
both in doctrine and diſcipline ( vnder 
which word 1 vaderſtand the adminiftra- 
tion of the Sacraments, and the Liturgie) 
and if withall,Iſhould paint outthe bloo- 
die tyrannic thereof, in perſecuting the 
children of God, it would appeare more 
than manifeſt that it is,and hath bin leng 

an apparant member, not of the Catho- 
lique, but of che malignant Church : But 
then Iſhould be longer than I may, by 
reaſon of neceſſary bulines,or need, con- 
fidering ſo many bookes ate written of 
thoſe 
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thoſe Arguments. I will therefore only 
propound ſome few things of many con- 
cerning the Pope, whom the Papitts 
makethe head of the Catholike Church. 
So that asa memberof a mans. body, is 
but dead ifitreceine nolife from the na« 
turall head, fo a particular Church is (in 
their opinion) no apparanc member of 
the Catholique Church,which is not yn- 
der the iuriſdiftion of the Biſhop of 
Rome : From hence it followeth, That if 
the head be dead,the body muſt needs be 
dead : and,ifthe Pope be nor,the Church 
of Rome cannot bean apparant member 
of the Catholique Church : But the Pope 
isnot. Ergo. 
. 18 The Pope is Antichriſt, and hath 
cen ſo long, therefore the Church of 
Rome is nor,and for a long time hath not 
been an apparant member of the Catho- 
lique Church : For as his See 1s the ſeat of 
the whore of Babylon, ro wit the Citie 
builded vpon 7. hilles, namely Rome, fo 
he hath the properties of Antichriſt : For 
he ſitteth in the Temple as God, In char- 


32.Tbeſ.2.4 ging the conſcience as ftriftly with his 


decrees,and traditions,as with the Word 


of 
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of God,from whence the other have no 

warrant, and Inauouching himſelfe to be 

free frumerror, which is proper to God, 

2. Heexalteth himſelfe aboue all that is Row. 13.4 

called God, In eftceming himſelfe as far 2-Theſſ,2.44 

aboue the Emperour (who muſt hold his 

ſtirrup,& on whoſe necke he muſt tread) 

as the Sunne is aboue the Moone, and 

therefore hee will not bee ſubie& to any XP 13-1 

Magiſtrate, contrary to the exprefle word 

of God. 3. He is an aduerſary to Chriſt, 2.Thef7 2.4; 

howſocuer he pretend ro be his Vicar;bur 

therefore Antichriſt in deed, ſecing this 

word Antichriſt ignifieth For Chriſt, and 

yet AgainſtChrift, Iſayan aduerſary,not 

only In teaching Iuſtification by workes, 

to the preiudice of Chrilts death, forif _, 

Righteouſnes be by the Law, Chriſt died "527 

in yaine, butalſo, In teaching that by 

Chriſt we arefreed from the guiltines of 

finne, but not fromthe puniſhmenc ther- 

of; and yer the Popes pardons, and the 

breaden God of his owne creation, can 

do as much good to ſoules frying in Pur- 

gatory, astoall, that pay well for them , 

while they live on the carth. 4. He teach- j* 

eth doarines of diuels, forbidding to *' 
D matry, 
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48 
marry, and commiding tovabſlaine from 
meares;which God hath'created to bere- 
ceiued with thankeſ-giuing of the which 
belecue and know the truth, And 5, Hee 


: detieth Chriſt to become in the fleſh, In 


afl:r ning Chriſt his body co be, by tran- 
ſubtacrationzinto many places,as where 
Matic 1s4aiz, As the Anabaprifts likewiſe 
deny-Chriftzo become inthe flsh,In af- 
firming Chnift to have brovghr his fleſh 
from heauen; 

19 Againe;Sith the Pope (as ſuppo- 


= {ediend) is ofthe eſlence and forme of 


the Church of Rome, it muſt neceſſarily 


 f>ilow,that the Church of Rome hath not 


been alwaies an apparantmember ofthe 
Catholike Church{(according to the ſenſe 
of the Papiſtsthemſclues)if it can be pro< 
ued,that often, & ſorztimes many yeeres 
together, there hath been-no apparane 
Pope : But that is not impoſſible to bee 
proued : For firſt it is to be noted with a 
memorandum, That by the ſpeciall proui- 
dence of God, Pope loan was deliuered 
of a child as ſhe was going folemnly on 
proceſhon in the middeſt of the open 
firect,and in the preſence of the people. 

As 
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As if God had ſaid from heaven, Behold 
the Whore of Babylon. Secondly, Ic is 
worthy the obſeruation, That Stephen 6. 
2nd Sercus the third proceeded againſt 
Formeſtts, as again(t an vnlawfull Pope, 
both taking him out of the graue, ſpite+ 
fully diſgraded him. The former ſummo« 
ning a Councel;attired him with che pon 
tificall robes, plucked them off againe, 
put on Lay-mans apparell, cut off the 
ewo hngers of his right hand, caſt them 
inco Tiber, buried him in Lay-mens buri- 
all, and difanulled his decrees, The other 
ſer him in the Popes chaire ; drew him 
thence apain?, cot off his head,;and the 0- 
ther three fingers; hurled body and al in- 
to the riuer, & recondemned all his ates, 
ſo that it was needſul ro admit them new 
to orders, whom hee had made Pric(ts. 
Thirdly, Icis not to be negleRed as not 
worth the reading, That fixe Popes (viz. 
Clement 5.lobn 2.2.Benedi(t 12.Clement 6, 
Innogem 6. and Vrbans..) their See was 
70. yeers together at Auignion in Frazce. 
Where Popes wereeleted,liued, and di- 
ed,ſothar 2b of them neuer ſaw Rome. 
This I ſay is notto bee negleRted. For if 
D 2 Tobr: 


Fo 
Tebn the Patriarch of Conſtatiuople clai- 
med the title of Vniucrſal Biſhop, becauſe 
the Emperours had then their ſeatthere, 
howſocuer they then bare the ticle of Em- 
perours of Rome. If Perer were therefore 
the Biſhop of Rome, becauſe he had his 
feat there, and there dicd, as Papiſts doe 
ſuppoſe,and It by the holy daics for Pe- 
zers chaire at Antioch,and Rome, Papiſts 
ſhcvs their iudgement to be, Thatit is of 
the eſſence ofa Biſhop to fit in the See, 
whercof hee hath the title, for otherwiſe 
they need not make ſuch adoe, to proue 
that Peter was at Rome, ſecing itwere 
ſufficient to proue (1f they could) that he 
accepted the title, then thoſe 6. Popes, 
howſocuer they were in title Biſhops of 
Rome, yetin truth they were Biſhops of 
Auignion,and therefore no apparant ſuc- 
ceflors of Peter, and therefore no appa« 
rant heads ofthe Church, and therefore 
for 70. yecrcs the Church of Rome was 
not an apparant member of the Catho- 
like Church,according tothe ſenſe of the 
Papiſts themſelucs, Fourthly, Onuphrius 
(a Popiſh writer) telleth of 3 o. Schiſmes 
inthe Church of Rome, Of which = 8 9. 
ane 
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laſted 50. yeeres together. Wherin there 
were ſometimes two Popes together,and 
ſometimes three. All which three were re- 
moued by the Councel of Conftance.Can 
any ſay, that all this while there was an 
apparant head? If nor, ir muſt neceſſarily 
follow, Thatthe Church of Rome hath 
not beea cuer fince the Apoflles time an 
apparant' member of the Catholique 
Church, accordingto the ſcuſc of the Pa- 
piſts themſelues, 


20 Laſtly, As whenthe eye is darke, 14,4, ., 


the whole body muſt necds be datke: So, 
if the head,viz. the Pope, be ſo corruprt,as 
that it cannot be percciued ro be an ap- 
parit member ofthe Catholike Church, 
how can the Church of Rome, whoſe be- 
mgisaltogerherin that head,be an appa- 
rant membe13Bur moſt of the Popes haue 
been ſuch : Ergo.For howſocuer that can- 
not be verified of al the Popes, which was 
ſaid of Beniface 8,.commonly called A di- 
uell incarnat, That he entcred like a Fox, 
raigned like a Lion, and died like a Dog, 


yet ſome of them cntered by Coniurai- 


on; orthe diuels helpe,as Siluefter 2.2and 
Gregory 7. firſt called Fildebraxd, or The 
D 3 brand 
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brand of Hell. Some by harlots,as Chys.. 
ftopher 1. and John 11. Some by poylſo- 
ning their predeceſſors, as Damaſus,who 
alfo did drinke of the ſame cup; and the 
faid Hildebrand, who (beſides his Coniu- 
 *ration) made way to the Popedome by 
poyloning ſixe ot his predeceſſors ; and 
many by Simopy or Violence. Were they 
apparant .membcrs of the Catholique 
Church,when they were Popcs?Nay ſun- 
dry of them were kcretiques. As Liberia 
was an Arrian: Fenorins 1, a Monothelite; 
Anat a/izzs a Neltorian : /6hn 2 2, denied 
'the Lifeto come, and the reſurrection of 
the body, and this was laid to his charge 
when. he was depoſed by thc Councell of 
Conftance: and Engenins 4. was condem- 
ned and depoſed as an heretique inthe 
Councell of Baſil. As for their Lines, In re- 
ſpect of all, itis nolefle truly, than com- 
monly ſaid of Gregory 1. That he was the 
worltBiſhop, but beſt Pope of Rome.Bur 
ſome of them P/ztina(no Proteſtant Jcal- 
led Beaſts, and Monſtcrs, and of [by 1 2, 
Cardinall Tarrecremata writeth thus: Be- 
cauſe the life of this Pope was dcteſtable, 
therefore Chriſt himſelf gaue out the ſen- 
tence 
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tence of condemnation. Forwhile he was 
abuſing a certaine mans wife, the” diuell 
ftroke him ſodaioly,and ſo he died with- 
out repentancc. To ſet downe in particu- 
larthe monſtrous ofteces of molt Popes, 
is too large and coo filthy a field for me to 
walke in; will thcrefore ſhut vp with the 
words of Genebrard (a Popiſh Chroni- 
cler) who wriceth chus : For che ſpace al. 
moſtot ſeuen-ſcore yeeres,and ten, from 
Tahn 8. to Leo 9. about fiſtie Popes did 
renolt wholy fi6 the vertve of their aun=- 
ceſtors,and were Avoltaricall rather rhan 
Apoſtolicall, Yea lome did get into the 
Sce, by force or vrivery ; Wherefore iris 
no maruell, if they were monlirous, fith * 
they entered in,not by the dore, bur by a 
potterne gate. 

To conclude, If the Church of Rome 
be not the Cathol1que Church, becauſe ir 
is confined, vilible, & faileth in the faith, 
without which faich, perſonall ſucceſſion 
isofno validitie; If ic have no promileof 
perpetuity, the words of Chriſt to Peter 
Rot ſeruing the curne; and therefore may 
be ouercome as well as the Church of If- 
racl, whereunto the promiſes did apper- 

N 1 D 4 raine, 
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caine. If Papiſts cannot proue, that Piter 
was at Rome, nor that hee was Biſhop 
there, nor that he was Vniuerſall Biſhop, 
nor thathis authority was ſufficiently c6- 
ueyed ouerto the Biſhops of Rome, vpon 
which ſucceflion Rtanderh the being of 
char Church. If the Pope (vpon whom as 
their head che Church of Rome depen- 
deth) be Antichriſt,and ſundry times, yea 
many yeeres together, there harch bin no 
apparayt Pope at all, and moſt Popes 
haue been no apparant members ot the 
Catholike Church, becauſe of their here» 
fies or monſtrous liues, ic followeth eui- 
dently, that the Church of Rome is not 
the Catholique Church,neither hath bin 
an apparant member of the ſame, cuer 
ſince the Apoſtles time, And therefore ir 
isto be wondered that any Chriſtian man 
or woman, ſhould bce ſo fimple, as 
co hang their ſaluation vpon ſuch 
a Synagogue, as out of which, 
God from heauen biddeth 
his pcopleto depart:Re- 
wel.18.4. 
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PRIESTS ARE EXECYV- 
ced, not for Religion, but for 
Treaſon. 


41 Ton T isnot to bee denied, that 
OW PLA Pricftsareexecutcd for ef- 
- | ns, firming the Popes Primacie, 
5} LS andreconciling to the pre- 
—-——_— cndcd Church of Rome, 
&c.which are points of cheir ſuppoſed re- 
ligion : Bur yet they are nor executed for 
theſe (or like) points or parts as they be 
religious, bur 2s they bee trayterous, or 
dangerous to theScare, in ciuull confide- 
ration. 

: For, if Pricſts were executed for 
theſe,or like poynts, as they bereligious, 
then the Church would procced againſt 
them inEcclefafticall maner, before the 
ſecular power execute ciuill puniſhment. 
As againſt Anabaprtiſtes,and other in this 
Queenes 
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Queenes raigne,hath bene performed.So 
that Prieſts their caſe differeth from Hac- 
kets only Secundum magis & mings , the 
one being more dangerous in civil confi- 
deration then the other, 

2 Second!y, they ſhould be executed 
as wel for affirming the Popes primacy 
and reconciling,&c./as Story for his miſ- 
demeanure, though) beyond ſeas. For 
ſuch affirming the primacie and reconci. 
ling, &c. are as damnable in religious 
conſideration on one (ide of the ſeas, as 
on the other, bur not ſo dangerons ro our 
Kate in ciuill conſideration. 

3 Thirdly, they ſhould beexecuted as 
well for other points of popery:as giuing 
the glory of the Creator (to wit prayer 
and praiſe ) ro creatures, Angels , Saints, 
Nockes, and tones, Bec. being no lefſe 
damnablethen ſuch affirming the Popes 
primacy and reconciling, &c. in religious 
con(1deration, but not ſo dangerous to 
the ſtate in ciuill conſideration. As may 
appeare by alike caſe propounded. 

/If Anabaptiftes, denying magri/tracy, 
and that Chriſt tooke fleſh of the Virgin 
AMary,ſhould ſwarme in England, - if 

"oy 
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Magiſtrates ſhould puniſh in a more ciuil 
manner of proceeding ,'Jnor' the latrer 
though no lefle damnable,as iris religi- 
ous) but the former, being more dange- 
rous to the ſtate in _ciuill conſideration, 
who would ſay, that Anabaprifies did 
ſuffer for religion, and not for treaſon or 
fclony? | 
4 That affirming the Popes primacy 
and reconciling ,&c.may appeare direCt- 
ly to.be dangerous to the fiate in civill 
con{ideration,and therefore trayterous;it 
is tobe knowne & conſidered, that Po 
Pius Quintus (by his bull declaratory) 
pronounced our gracious and Chriſtian 
Queene a» hereticks, and excammunica- 
ted all ſuch as yeeld obedience to her. If 
then the Popes authority be periwaded 
a$a matter of conſcience,& it by reconci- 


| liation her Maiefties ſubicCts becaine vo- 


wed members of ſuch an head as is her 
capitall enemy , we may be aflured that 
{o many as are ſo perſwaded and recon- 
ciled,are prepared to obey the Pope, and 
diſobey the Prince, Is notthen ſuch' affic- 
ming the Popes primacy and reconci. 
ling,&c, dangerous to the Rate, inciuill 
COlN- 
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eonfideration,and therefore trayterous? 

5 InthatIfay (prepared)it is yet fur- 
ther to be knowne and conſidered : that 
whereas the Northerne Earles had ill ſuc- 
ceſſe in executing the ſaid Bull, other de- 
uiſes were fruſtrared,and the hope of Pa- 
piſts their preſent prevailing much failed 
Parſons and Campian ( Engliſh Prieſts) 
being to come into England to vrge the 
ſayd Bull, and doubting that (in theri- 
gour thereof ) ir would not be readily 
obeyed, did craue and obtaine of Pope 
Gregory the thirteenth, this expoſition 
more plauſible co Papiſts, but more dan- 
gerous to the ſtare : That the ſaid Bull may 
alway bind the Oneene and beretiques: but 
Catholikes (that is Papiſts ) in no ſort things 
ſtanding as they do,but then only when there 
may bepublike execution thereof. 

6 Philopater alouer of his country (as 
he pretendeth by that fained name )no 
Engliſhman ( if ye will belecue him ) yer 
deſcended of the Engliſh nation (as he 
ſaith himſelfe)in a poyſonfull and trayte- 
rous booke, often printed in diuers pla- 
ces beyond the ſeas (ſuchlikiog find ſuch 
books with ſuch ſubjects as Papiſts be) 
granteth 
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thority from the Pope,to pardon,excom. 
municate,reconcile,and teach(according 
to the Bull expounded) thar ſubicCts are 
not to obey the Queene in ſpiritual mat= 


ters, but in ciuill, and chat for the preſent 


flate ofthirgs. 


7 Whar is implied in this laſtclauſe, 
Phiſopater him(ſclfe diſcouererhwhen he 
ſaith, that it is agreed among diuers 
Lawyers and ſchoolemen,thatif a Prince 
faile from the Romane faith; and ende- 
uour to withdraw other, ſubiets may and 
#xght oppoſe themſelues,& depoſe their 
Princes,if they hame force. Which prouiſo, 
he inculcateth and vrgeth with this rea» 
ſon : Laſt religion ſhould be indamaged, 
aud aduanced,attempts not prewailing. 

8 The ſame Philoparer doth peremp- 
torily pronounce as tyrannicall, this que» 
tion moued co Prieſts , fugitiues', recu- 
ſfanrs,and ſuch like: 1f the Pope, or other in 
bis behalfe and cauſe of religion, ſhould in- 
wade the land, what part would youtake, the 
Popes or the Princes?His reaſon of miſlike 
is, becanſe a right Papiſt cannot anſwere 
freely chereunto, without offence to God or 
, Ceſar. 


grauntcth that Prieſts are ſent, with au» Sef7.z, 
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Ceſar. As if God were offended, if Cxſar 
defended againſt the Pope. 

By which expoſition of the bull, do« 
Arine of the Prieſts,and miſlike of a que- 
ſtion ſo neceſlary.itdothclearcly appezre 
that the end of affirming 'the Popes pri- 
macy arid vramerar aber is to prepare 
ber Maiefhies ſubiects to beready (vpon 
paine 'of 'excommunication ) to 10yne 
with ſach forces as ſhall-/be' imploied a- 
eainſtour Queene and are, in apreten- 
ded cauſeof religion. Is not this dange- 
rous tothe Rate in ciuill eofideration,and 
therefore trayterous? ' * . 

9 Let the affects ard effeRts of ſuch' 
teachers and ſchollers be obſerued, and 
che truth of this aſſertion will be ſo evi- 
: dent,as that nothing can be more mani- 
feli.Tolet paſſe their broad ſpeeches,whe 
and where they dare + their concealing 
andiaberting'traytors,and trayterous de- 
ſrpnes, as they may { pofſibly ) withour 
danger,theirrcioycing at, and ſpreading 
abroadnewes, importing ſucceſſe to the 
Pope, though danger to the Prince, &c. 
To omit (I ſay) theſeand many ſuch ar- 
guments of their trayrerous affeAion,the 

ſhamefull 
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fhamefull pratiſes of many, bewraythe 
Popiſh preparation of moſt, if opportu- 
nicieonce ſerue. Many have been the con= 
ſpiracies againſt her Maieſties perſon, to 
take away her life, But O Lord hawe mercy 
pon vs,to preſerne hey. Many have binthe 
treaſons 2gainſt the Land to deſtroy it. 
But O holy one of 1ſrael defend thi; thine in« 
heritance. Wno have bin the authors and 
actors of all theſe tragicall attempts,. bur 
ſuch reachers and ſchollers ? Whar were 
the Rebels in the North?- And were they 
not prouoked to rebellion by Nicholas 
Morton Prieſt, ſent from Pope Time, ro 
vrge the execution of his bull?:Whar were 
the Rebels in Ireland ? And was not Ni- 
cholas Sanders a Indas (that is) a leaderto 
the Popes army, that came in pretence ro 
relieve them? Parry and Sommernile went 
about to murther her Maicftic: The one 
was encouraged in his diuelliſh 'enter« 
priſe,by Cardinall Como, in the name of 
the Pope : and ſhall we thinke that the 0- 
ther wanted the holy counſell of Halfthe 
Prieſt arraigned ? Babington and his com- 
plices, conſpired againit Prince & cour« 
try. Was not BallardPricRt a chiefe coune 
ſellor 
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ſclorto them ? and did nor Bo#F a Prieſt 
keepe copnſell (at leaft ) as he lately con- 
feſſed ? If then Teachers and Schollers, 
Priefts and Papifts, concurre in ſeeking 
and following all opportunities to ſub- 
vert our State, can any other end be ima» 
gined of Prieſts,rheir perſwading,and re- 
conciling, but ro preparetheir Schollers 
ro ioyne together againſt Prince and 
country, when force ſhall anſwere their 
affection? 

T0 That the multitude of reſolued 


| Papiſts, be thus poyſoned and prepared, 


2.Chron.3 2. 
9» 12.13. 
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let this be your laſt confideration for this 
time,and not the leaftat any time. That as 
the King of Aſhur purpoting to befiege 
Hieruſalem, ſent from Laciſh Rabſhakerh 
and others, to weaken the hands of the 
people, by diſgracing their King Heze- 
chizh, ax one without religion,in that he 
had takenaway Alrars, and defaced high 
places ;.and by aduancing Saneherib, as 
one that preuailed again all Gods : So 
theſe Locuſfts, which hauc faces of men, 
and haire of women, but the tings of 
ſcorpions in their tailes, to wit, Prieſts, 
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inthe beginning, but intend a cruell de- 
firution of Life and Land in the end, are 
ſent into this Realme by theirKing of DEF 
Angell of the botcomleſle pir, our of the Ia.7 4s 
ſmoke thereof, namely, by the Popein 
his fume,bnr without flame truſt)before 
inuation intended, to weaken the hands, 
and withdraw the hearts of che people, 
from our gracious Queene,by diſgracing 
her Maiettie, as one withouc religion, in 
that ſhee hath taken away ſacrificing Al- 
tars,and defaced iclgious houſes; and by 
aduancing their King, as one that preuai- 
lech againit all Gods, all States, all Reli- 
gions. The like praCtiſe of ſending Prieſts 
to prepare people againſt the comming 
in of Spaniards, is to bee percciued in 
Scotland, 

11 What fucceſle this deuice hath, is 
alſo to be conſidered. The Pope is certifi- 
ed by Cardinall «Flr, and the King of 
Spaine by Parſons the Pricft, that there 
ſhall be found (ready ſecretly within her 
Maieſties dominions)many thouſids ofa- 
ble people,thar wil be ready to aflift ſuch 
power as ſhall be ſer on land. Of whoſe 
names they hauc deliucred bead-roles, 

E eſpecially 
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| ef] pecially of ſuch as dwel in port Townes 
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andconghe ſca-coaſt, with afltrance that 
Prieſts (hall contirne their reconciled 
peopye, in their Jewde conflancy.So hath 
her Majeftic pub};ſhed in her Declarati- 
on, Arne 1591. But Philopater deniethit, 
;mpuccntly and barcly without any rea- 
ſor. But if Ballard Pricti ſent ſucha beads 
role into Spaine, and Thropwerton had 
gather. Cthe names of popiſh Noblemen 
and Gentlemen, tothe ſame purpole: Tt 
may bce (in 1eaſon) ſuppoſed, that to 
Prictis intelligence is {cnt by Pricfls,whar: 
{chollers they have perſwatled and” pre» 
pared for Treafon and Rebellion. 
Toconclude, r.1tthe Church proceed 
not againſt Piicſis1m Eccletrafticall man- 
ner, bcfore the Sccular power execute 
them, 2. If Prieſts (uffer not for affirming 
the Popes Primacy and reconciling, &c. 
beyond ſeas. 3, 1t Prieſts be not executed 
fof other points of Popery, no lefſe dami- 
nable then theſe, as they bee religious. 
4+ Butit the Pope by his Bull, hath vpon 
paine of Excommunication diſcharged 
her Maicſtics ſubicCts of thcir allegeance. 
5.1t Papilis be diſpenſed with, for obey- 
ing 
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ing her Maieftie till time ſerue to the con- 
trary. 6. 1t Priefts come of purpoſe®s re- 
concile and teach according to the Bull 
expounded. 7. If it bee aCatholique do- 
Qrine, that ſubieCts hauing,ſorce, ought 
to depoſe their Prince, maintaining Reli- 
gion contrary to the Church of Rome: 
and 8.In that caſe to ioyne with forreigne 
power. 9. It maiſiers and ſchollers haue 
from time totime attempted to put the 
ſaid Bull in cxecution. 10, If Prieſts bee 
ſent before inuaſion to prepare the peo- 
ple: and 11.1f thouſands be notified euen 
by Prieſts prepared:then it may be auou- 

ched that Pricſts are not executed for 
affirming the Popes Primacy and 
reconciling,&c. as they bereli- 
gious, but as they betrayte- 
rous, or dangerous to 
the State in ciuill 
confidera- 
tion. 


FINTS. 


